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Completely understand the feeling of being swamped.

Attached is the draft memo. We can sort out the final version ‘for the file’ information later.
Maybe the memo + copies of emails?

See you tomorrow.

Fritts

Page 1 of 4



From: Dermer.Michele@epamail .epa.gov [mailto: Dermer.Michel e@epamail .epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, June 02, 2010 12:51 PM

To: Fritts Golden

Subject: Re: Coordination with agenciesfor C6 UIC permit

Hi Fritts,

| appreciate all the coordination you have done with these agencies. Its my action to follow up
with these agencies, but | have been immersed in the details of the draft UIC permit. You can
either send me your draft memo or wait until you have all the information you need. It is my
intent to follow up with the agencies over the next couple of weeks.

Regards,

Michele

From: Fritts Golden <FGol den@aspeneg.com>

To: Michele Dermer/R9/USEPA/US@EPA

Date: 06/02/2010 09:05 AM

Subject: Coordination with agencies for C6 UIC permit
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Hi Michele,
| have a draft memo to send you regarding coordination with agencies, but have some blanks for
SHPO and USFWS:

CDFG:

| sent biology report to CDFG and replied to some questions. Per an email reply from Brenda
Blinn on 5/20/2010 3:35 PM (with you as a cc), they see no problems (but, of course, reserve
their right to provide comments on the County CEQA document)

SHPO:

SHPO has not responded beyond a message saying they coordinate only with Federal agencies.
On 5/20 | sent information to them, received areply, and replied back. | forwarded the string of
email messages to you on 5/20 about 3:22 PM.

Do you want to send an email or isthissufficient?

If you send an email, just note the 5/20 emails and that a report was provided, and inquire if they
have any concerns. Also perhaps mention that the County is preparing a Mitigated Negative
Declaration under CEQA. You might get a*“stock” reply that enumerates measures that must
happened if anything isfound. These are standard mitigation measures that are incorporated into
MNDs.

William E. Soule

Associate State Archeologist
Office of Historic Preservation
Phone: 916-654-4614

Fax: 916-653-9824

email: wsoule@parks.ca.gov

USFWS:
| sent the bio report and the Initial Study we prepared for the County to USFWS, but have heard
nothing since and will contact them again. My experienceisthat USFWS isterribly busy all of
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the time so things get backed up. The last message to them was 5/20, 9:46 AM; you were cc on
the string of emails.

How would you like meto follow up?
Fritts

B.Fritts Golden, AICP

Aspen Environmental Group

235 Montgomery Street Suite 935 - San Francisco, CA 94104

(415) 955-4775 ext.208 Fax: (415) 955-4776 FGolden@A speneg.com
Conserve P Print Sparingly

[

- SDWA Compliance Memo.docx
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PROJECT MEMORANDUM

[bookmark: Proj]C6 RESOURCES LLC SMALL VOLUME INJECTION PROJECT 



Date:	May 17, 2010

To:	Michele Dermer, USEPA

Copy:	DaMonica Pierson, C6 Resources

From:	Fritts Golden



Subject:	SDWA Coordination in Support of C6 Resources UIC Permit 

Michele:

Per our telephone conversation regarding compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act’s agency coordination requirements for the C6 Resources Small Volume Injection Project, this memorandum:

1. Identifies the contacts made with resource agencies as required by 40 CFR 144.4

2. Summarizes previously prepared Biological and Cultural Resources reports pertaining to the project site.

Agency Contacts. Agencies responsible for administering the laws identified in 40 CFR 144.4 were contacted.  These include U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (SUFWS), State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), and California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG).  The project is not near nor would it affect a Wild and Scenic River or a Coastal Zone; therefore, agencies responsible for these two areas were not contacted.

USFWS:  Ryan Olah, Coastal Bay Branch Chief, (916) 414-6623, Ryan_Olah@fws.gov

SHPO: Bill Soule, Assoc. State Archaeologist, (916) 654-4624, wsoule@parks.ca.gov

CDFG: Brenda Blinn, Environmental Scientist, (717) 944-5541, bblinn@dfg.ca.gov

Biology Report Summary. A Biological Resources Assessment (attached) was performed for the 8-acre project site. Potential occurrence of special status species at the project site was evaluated by first determining which special status species may occur in the Montezuma Hills region through a literature and database search. On December 18, 2008, the project site was traversed on foot to determine (1) plant communities present within the site, (2) if existing conditions provided suitable habitat for any special status plant or wildlife species, and (3) if sensitive habitats are present. 

No sensitive biological communities are found in the project site. Due to unsuitable habitat and/or soils, and intensive agricultural activity, the project site has the potential to support none of the special status plants documented within 5 miles of the project site. A complete list of the special status plant species and the potential for each occurring in the project site can be found in the Biological Resources Report. 

No special status wildlife species were observed at or around the project site during the site assessment. One special status wildlife species (loggerhead shrike) has a high potential to occur in the project area, and two wintering special status bird species have a moderate potential to occur in the project area. The proposed project would have a very minor adverse impact to the loggerhead shrike because of extensive areas of available foraging habitat in the Central Valley region and the absence of suitable nesting habitat within and adjacent to the proposed pad. A complete list of the special status species of wildlife and the potential for each occurring in the project site can be found in the Biological Resources Report.

Federal and State listed species that are documented within 5-miles of the project site include the California tiger salamander (CTS) and Swainson’s hawk. However, both species have a low potential to occur in the project area. For the CTS this is because the pad is located in an intensively farmed area. Salamanders are generally dependent on small mammal burrows for shelter during the dry season. The location is disked annually, thereby discouraging burrowing mammal occupancy. Very few pocket gopher burrows were observed at the pad site. No ground squirrel burrows were observed. The extremely low burrow density suggests that CTS are not present within the project area.

The Swainson’s hawk has a low potential to occur in the project area because the project area provides poor foraging habitat because it is primarily bare ground or stubble for most of the summer when the hawks are present. In addition, the presence of wind turbines in high densities adjacent to the proposed pads creates a collision hazard to foraging Swainson’s hawks. According to the CDFG Natural Diversity Data Base (2008), there are no documented Swainson’s hawk nests within five miles of the proposed pad. The combination of poor foraging habitat, hazardous foraging conditions, no known nests within five miles, and small impact area suggest that the potential project-related impact to Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat is minor.

Cultural Assessment Report Summary.  A record search was conducted at Sonoma State University by California Historical Resources Information System staff on December 23, 2008. A radius of one mile surrounding the project site was researched.  A cultural resources field survey of the site was conducted in December 2008, and is attached.

A former ranch site (P-48-518) is within one mile of the project, 0.75-mile from the proposed well pad (see Table 1 of the Cultural Assessment Report). One archaeological study has been conducted that encompasses the project area (S-10481). No evidence of prehistoric or historic material was recorded by this survey (see Table 2 of the Cultural Assessment Report). However, the report notes the presence of two “historic compounds” within their study area, although neither was evaluated nor researched further. Both are over one mile from the project.

During a pedestrian survey on December 18, 2008, the project area was evaluated for the presence of historic or prehistoric site indicators. The archaeological field survey for the project area covered approximately 150 m N-S and 200 m E-W. This area tended to be flat, with only a shallow valley on the southwest portion. The soil in the project area tended to be brown to dark brown loam with calcareous rock fragments usually about ¼ in. in diameter. Surface visibility for the area averaged 30%. No cultural resources were observed during the field survey. 

No resources were identified within the project, nor were any prehistoric sites or historic home sites recorded or noted within one-half mile of the project site. Given the low sensitivity of this area for prehistoric resources, it would not be necessary for a professional archaeologist to monitor any ground disturbing activities associated with the project. 

If an unexpected resource is discovered during excavations in the project area, work in the vicinity of the find would be halted until the discovery can be evaluated by a professional archaeologist. Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 7050 of the California Health and Safety Code protect Native American burials, skeletal remains and grave goods, regardless of age, and provide method and means for the appropriate handling of such remains. If human remains are encountered, work would halt in the vicinity and the county coroner would be immediately notified. If the human remains are of Native American origin, the coroner must notify the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours of such identification
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